showed new signs of growth, the United States's economy continued to prove its resilience, and Serbia signaled that it was finally ready to comply with the United States and NATO's Kosovo demands, many pundits yet again began to question the earlier conclusions.
The fate of a hegemon cannot be augured just on the basis of an examination of its most recent experiences, its ability to contend with the latest international crises, and the potential capabilities of its closest rivals. To foretell a hegemon's future, it is also crucial to conduct a historical assessment of its capacity to deal with a series of domestic and international challenges under a wide range of circumstances, and to learn from its accomplishments and failures. My ultimate objective in this book is to explain why the United States will most likely manage to preserve its superpower status for decades to come. To accomplish this goal I will focus on the United States's two-century struggle to become the globe's dominant entity, alter the structure and nature of the international security and economic systems, and protect its hegemonic standing.
The Analytical Framework
Throughout history, the international system has wavered between stability and instability, between peace and war. Changes in the international system have been induced by tensions generated by the collision between contradictory forces. The contradictions were sometimes generated by forces originating in the international system itself, at other times by forces emanating from rival states, and at other times by forces springing from both locations.
The contention that contradictory forces generate changes in the international arena has its roots in ancient Greece, and was elaborated by Hegel and Marx many centuries later. Hegel and Marx viewed history as an impersonal process, moving toward some ideal telos. For Hegel, history reflects the progress of freedom; for Marx, it is defined by the dynamic of economic development that gives rise to clashes between classes struggling for control of the state. Hegel tried to apply his conceptual structure to every aspect of reality, intertwining religion and metaphysics, psychology and value, and being and time; Marx used his analytical framework to design a principle of economic and political revolution. 3 The application of dialectic logic to the study of foreign policy does not depend on the assumption that an ideal telos awaits, or on the assertion that only a very narrow set of dynamic contradictory forces induces change. Instead, it is built on the neutral supposition that history is contradictory and changing, is undergoing processes of opposition and integration, and is defined by the actions from different subjects attempting to find solutions to the tensions that evolve from the contradictions flowing from a wide range of sources. 4 During the years just preceding
